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Published: Wednesday, May 15, 1991
April 17: The 17,000 member unions of the Mexican Labor Congress (CTM) agreed to support the
Mexican government in the free trade negotiations, and issued a statement requesting that the
US Congress approve "fast track" authority for President Bush. Other labor organizations have
also issued statements of support, including the Labor Congress, the Revolutionary Workers and
Peasants Confederation (CROC), and the Regional Mexican Workers Confederation (CROM).
April 19: In a letter to the US Congress, 24 eminent US scholars specializing in Mexican and Latin
American studies expressed support of the proposed free trade agreement, and requested that
congresspersons support the fast track negotiation process. The signatories included Wayne
Cornelius of the University of California-San Diego, Robert Pastor of the Carter Center at Emory
University, and Rudiger Dornbusch of the Massachusetts Institute of Technology. April 20:
Antonia Hernandez, president of the Mexican American Legal Defense and Education Fund
(MALDEF), told reporters that the proposed trade agreement will increase the flow of Mexican
undocumented workers into the US. April 23: During a press conference in Mexico, AFL-CIO
representative Michael F. Verdu said that if the trade agreement becomes reality, the AFL-CIO
will do everything in its power to break it. Later, however, Verdu stated that the AFL-CIO is not
opposed to the agreement itself, but rather to the accelerated pace of negotiations. April 25: Hector
Larios Santillan, president of the Mexican Employers Confederation (COPARMEX), announced
his organization's full support for the trade agreement. April 26: The National Fisheries Industry
Chamber (CANAINPES) insisted that the US suspend its "illegal" embargo against Mexican tuna
prior to commencing trade accord negotiations. May 1: President George Bush released a report
designed to placate congressional concerns that a free trade accord with Mexico would result in
economic and environmental damages. Bush said programs would be created to help displaced
US workers and to coordinate environmental protection with the Mexican government. At a press
conference, US Trade Representative Carla Hills emphasized the plan's four main points: * Joint
environmental initiatives, where both countries work together to design an integrated border
environmental plan to address air and water pollution, hazardous wastes, chemical spills, pesticides,
and law enforcement. * Protection of health and safety standards, with the US retaining the right
to exclude any Mexican products that do not meet US requirements. * Strict rules of origin that
would not allow other countries to use Mexico as a "back door" to the US market. * Domestic
worker adjustment, in which the White House would ask Congress to create a US-financed program
providing services for US workers who lose their jobs as a result of a trade deal. Hills told reporters
that the Mexican government was consulted in developing the plan. According to results of a survey
conducted by the AFL-CIO, at least 70% of the US public is opposed to the free trade agreement
and considers it "a very bad idea." Of the 1,203 people surveyed, 39% had not heard of the proposed
agreement, 19% had heard of it, but knew nothing of the issue, 25% were slightly familiar with the
proposal, and 16% said they understood the debate. May 2: A coalition of more than 50 US labor,
environmental and civic organizations rejected President Bush's free trade "action plan" and urged
Congress to vote against fast track authorization. Lori Wallack, spokesperson for Public Citizen,
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a consumer and environmental group founded by Ralph Nader, said the plan has no substantive
enforceable guidelines. Some of the organization signatories to a detailed criticism of the Bush
plan follow: AFL-CIO; textile union (ACTWN); automotives industry union (UAW); telephone
workers union (CWA); miners union (UMWA); several farm organizations; religious groups (e.g.,
Maryknoll and other Catholic clergy orders, the Presbyterian directorate, and the Texas Conference
of Churches); consumer defense groups (Public Citizen, National Consumers League); social action
groups (Child Labor Coalition, Fair Trade Campaign, Southwest Organizing Project); environmental
protection organizations (Friends of the Earth, National Toxics Campaign Fund); and, economic
and political think tanks (Institute for Policy Studies, Economic Policy Institute). Three prominent
US environmental groups expressed their "total" support for Bush's plan: the National Wildlife
Federation (NWF), the Natural Resources Defense Council, and the Environmental Defense Fund.
May 3: Venezuelan President Carlos Andres Perez called on US labor unions to approve the free
trade agreement and fast track authorization. Perez said the agreement will be the first step in a
new relationship between the US and Canada and Latin America. May 5: El Nacional published the
results of a survey conducted by the independent Professional Opinion polling company in midApril. The survey was based on a sample of 3,500 adults from six major cities. Nearly 76% (75.9%)
of respondents said they supported the free trade agreement, and 11% expressed opposition. More
than 69% said they believed the accord would generate new jobs in Mexico, and 61.4% said they
believed it would benefit them personally. In addition, 65% of respondents said they believed the
US would benefit from the agreement more than Canada or Mexico. May 6: According to three
specialized studies being cited by the US government in order to demonstrate the benefits and
minimal dangers of the free trade agreement, even if US investment in Mexico increased 100%
or 200% over current levels, it would be equivalent to between 0.4% and 0.7% of total investment
in the US economy. In addition, US investment in Mexico currently represents only 3.8% of the
US private sector's foreign investment. The three studies cited follow: "The Industrial Effects of a
Free Trade Agreement between Mexico and the US," by Clopper Almon in cooperation with the
University of Maryland and the University of Guanajuato; a study by the Peat Marwick economic
consulting firm contracted by the US Council of the US-Mexico Business Committee; and, a study
prepared for the House Ways and Means Committee and the Senate Finance Committee. May 12:
Senator Christopher Dodd (D-Conn.) told reporters in Baja California that the free trade agreement
is inevitable, with or without the approval of fast track authority. He said the agreement may
eventually serve as a model for a hemispheric accord extending from the Arctic to Patagonia. May
13: Jaime Zabludowski, chief of the Mexican free trade agreement negotiation team, told reporters
that once fast track authority is approved by the US Senate, the actual negotiations would begin
in early June. Eastman Kodak Corporation president Kay Whitmore predicted an economic boom
for Mexico with the conclusion of the free trade accord. In an article published by the Wall Street
Journal, Whitmore said that "with a real growth rate of 5% or 6% per year during the 1990s, the
potential for US exporters is unlimited." [Sources: Notimex, 04/16/91, 04/18/91, 04/19/91, 04/20/91,
04/25/91, 04/29-05/02/91, 05/05/91, 05/08/91; El Financiero, 04/17/91, 04/18/91, 04/21/91, 04/24-26/91,
04/29/91, 04/30/91, 05/02/91, 05/03/91, 05/06/91, 05/13/91, 05/14/91; El Universal, 04/17/91, 04/30/91,
05/14/91; El Nacional, 04/17/91, 05/03/91, 05/04/91, 05/13/91, 05/14/91; EFE (Spanish news service),
04/18/91; La Jornada, 04/18/91, 04/20/91, 04/24/91, 04/28/91, 04/30/91, 05/03/91, 05/06/91, 05/13/91;
Uno Mas Uno, 04/18/91, 04/21/91, 04/24/91, 04/26/91, 04/27/91, 05/02/91, 05/05/91, 05/14/91; Reuters,
04/19/91; The Mexico City News, 04/20/91, 04/21/91, 04/25/91, 04/27/91, 04/30/91, 05/03/91, 05/04/91;
Agence France-Presse, 04/26/91, 04/29/91, 05/05/91; Washington Post, 04/28/91; Excelsior, 05/02/91]
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